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OR MORE than a half century, 

“We the People Sovereign” have 

been reading in our daily papers, 
and listening to the propaganda from 
radio and pulpits, from their studios 
and from their public forums, mostly 
in the form of prepared scripts, about 
the virtues of WORLD GOVERN- 
MENT and/or the power of its hand- 
maiden, the United Nations, to “enforce 
peace.” 

Never have we seemed to be able to 
take the time to consider the glaring un- 
truths of their phony arguments. 

It is high time, that we take the time 
RIGHT NOW to stop, look and listen, 
while we consider what our enemies, 
both within and without the United 
States, are trying to do to us. Also, what 
they have done to our liberties, and to- 
ward scuttling our nation and our sover- 
eignty. 

Before we can fully understand that 
magnitude of the conspiracy, it is nec- 
essary that we first acquire a working 
knowledge of the true meaning of some 
of the words and phrases we have be- 
come accustomed to hear bandied about. 
For instance: 

What do we understand by the 
phrase, “We, the People Sovereign”? 

What do we think of when we speak 
of “World Government”? 

How can such a world government 
“enforce peace” without first breaking 
the peace it is determined to enforce? 


We, the People Sovereign 
From time immemorial it has been 
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the dream of intelligent and thinking 
men everywhere to create a society, or 
state of political existence, wherein the 
individual would be master of his own 
destiny—a state of society wherein he 
would be free to think, to reason, to 
act and to worship according to the dic- 
tates of his own conscience, so long 
as he, in so doing, does not infringe 
upon the rights of others to do likewise. 

Once endowed with these rights and 
privileges, it has been argued that the 
individual soon learns that it is not he 
who serves himself first, but he who 
first serves the other fellow, that serves 
himself best. That is the very essence 
of both Christianity, and its handmaid- 
en, cooperation. 

But, this is not all that the free man 
learns. He also soon learns that to be 
able to cooperate with his fellow man, 
each must be free to serve his own self- 
interest, and that freedom is therefore 
both an indispensable aitribute and the 
end product of individual and collective 
sovereignty. 

He also learns that sovereignty and 
freedom, if not interchangeable terms, 
are at least complementary one to the 
other, and that, like Siamese twins, it is 
impossible to separate them one from 
the other. Or, in other words, that, 
THERE CAN BE NO FREEDOM 
WITHOUT SOVEREIGNTY, AND NO 
SOVEREIGNTY WITHOUT FREE- 
DOM. 

That the Founding Fathers knew, and 
thoroughly understood the meaning of 
these Truths, is evidenced by the very 
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words they used to open the Constitu- 
tion, which were: “We, the People 
(sovereign) of the United States, in Or- 
der to form a more perfect union, es- 
tablish Justice, insure domestic Tran- 
quility, provide for the common de- 
fense, promote the general Welfare, and 
secure the Blessings of Liberty to our- 
selves and our Posterity, do ordain and 
establish this Constitution for the United 
States of America.” (Capitalizations 
mine.) 


The Public Interest 


To fully understand the true mean- 
ing and purpose of the Founding Fath- 
ers when they wrote the Preamble to 
our Constitution, it is helpful for us to 
take particular note of these words 
which are capitalized. What are they? 
We find them to be “We, People, Unit- 
ed States, Order, Union, Justice, Tran- 
quillity, Welfare, Blessings, Liberty, 
Posterity, Constitution, United States of 
America.” 

These, then, were the principal self- 
interest purposes that these immortal 
patriots of bygone days sought most to 
serve. Not IN ONE SINGLE IN- 
STANCE DO WE FIND THEM AT- 
TEMPTING TO SERVE THEIR OWN 
INTERESTS FIRST, but always the in- 
terests of their posterity, their country 
and the justice, the welfare and the 
liberties that they sought to establish 
therein. 

In commenting upon these facts, the 
Hon. Thomas James Norton, in his 
me=xorable works on THE CONSTITU- 
TION OF THE UNITED STATES, 
stressed the importance of recognizing 
them when he said: “It is important to 
notice that THIS IS A GOVERNMENT 
OF THE PEOPLE NOT THE 
STATES. Under the Articles of Con- 
federation, in effect as our first form of 
Government from 1781 to 1789, the 
States as political entities, and not the 
people, entered into ‘a firm league of 
friendship’, each State retaining ‘its sov- 
ereignty, freedom and independence’. 
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But the Constitution brought in a new 
nation, ‘deriving its just powers from 
the consent of the governed’.” 

But it was Patrick Henry—that re- 
doubtable patriot who so vehemently 
proclaimed, “Give me Liberty, or give 
me Death” — who first enunciated that 
Truth when, in leading the opposition 
to adoption of the Constitution, he said, 
“Its language, “We, the People’ is the in- 
stitution of one great consolidated NA- 
TIONAL GOVERNMENT of the peo- 
ple of all the States, instead of a Govern- 
ment by compact with the States, or its 
agents.” 

And President Monroe confirmed 
this status when he said, “The People, 
the highest authority known to our sys- 
tem, from whom all our institutions 
spring, and on whom they depend, 
formed it.” 


People are Sovereign 


This, then becomes perhaps the most 
crucial subject of the hour, for upon 
recognition of the patent Truth that IT 
IS THE PEOPLE WHO ARE SOV- 
EREIGN, AND NOT THE STATES, 
OR THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT, 
rests the legality of much of the legisla- 
tion enacted during the first 50 years 
of this century. This legislation, if al- 
lowed to stand, will effectively deprive 
“We, the People Sovereign” of many of 
those “inalienable” and fundamental 
Constitutional rights to which we were 
born heir. 

Fortunately, the question has at least 
been partially answered for us by the 
Supreme Court, when it, in 1905, ren- 
dered its famous decision asserting that 
“It (the assertion of the People in the 
Preamble of their Constitution that it 
was they, and they alone, who created 
it) has never been regarded as the 
source of any substantive (independent) 
power conferred on the Government of 
the United States, or any of its Depart- 
ments,” or, in other words, that the 
government has no power beyond that 
which is acquired from the people who 
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created it, and that it therefore pos- 
Sesses no power to barter away or sur- 
render the sovereign rights of the Peo- 
ple without the People’s consent. 

Thus there is the crucial question, 
when did the Sovereign People of these 
United States ever give to their elected 
representatives the power to surrender 
their sovereignty to any form of “World 
Government,” or other international 
body? 

So the first and most formidable ob- 
stacle that any conspiracy to create a 
World Government must overcome, to 
wit: to destroy the Sovereignty of the 
People of the United States of America. 
Unless they can accomplish this sub- 
version all other efforts are sterile. 

The UNITED NATIONS IS ONLY 
THE “FRONT” FOR THE REAL 
POWER THAT OPERATES AS A 
SOVEREIGN ENTITY FROM BE- 
HIND THE SCENES. That “interna- 
tional group” dictates to this and that 
power, including the United Nations, 
what it can and cannot do, and what it 
must and must not do. 


International Monetary Fund and 
International Bank of Reconstruction 
and Development 

These two International Agencies, be 
it remembered, were proposed at the 
so-called United States Monetary and 
Financial Conference which convened 
at Bretton Woods, New Hampshire, on 
July 1, 1944, but they had been pro- 
jected in draft form by Harry Dexter 
White in 1942, before any talk of an 
organization such as the United Na- 
tions had been made public. Donald 
Hiss, brother of Alger Hiss, is reliably 
alleged to have played a very promi- 
nent role therein. 

According to the terms of the agree- 
ment, or proposal presented there, it 
was to take effect when 65 percent of 
the total quotas set forth in its Sched- 
ule “A”, had been signed and deposit- 
ed—but in no event, before May 1, 
1945, or after Dec. 31, 1945. It was 
actually approved by Congress July 31, 
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1945, and soon thereafter signed into 
law, thereby dispelling for all time any 
idea that the Fund and the Bank, were 
creations of the United Nations, al- 
though all three have been reliably re- 
ported to have been masterminded by 
Harry Dexter White and the Internation- 
alist-Alger Hiss crowd, their advocates 
and/or masters. 

These proposals were proposed to, 
and approved by, Congress substantial- 
ly in their original form, with but a few 
minor changes or reservations which, on 
close examination, are found to 
strengthen, rather than to lighten, the 
strangleholds they fastened around the 
throats of the American people. 

Let us now see just what these pro- 
posals provide, and then, when we have 
done this, let us ask ourselves: “Where 
lies the sovereign power in these United 
States of America once these proposals 
have been ratified by We, the People 
Sovereign?” 

Article I. After reciting a long list 
of beneficient purposes, which one au- 
thority characterized as “A Beautiful 
Plentitude of oratorical words—more 
conclusions and assertions that are not 
supported by the body of the 
agreement,” it proceeds to tell us just 
who the original members of this insti- 
tution were, in the following words: 

Article II. The ORIGINAL MEM- 
BERS of the Fund shall be THOSE OF 
THE COUNTRIES represented at the 
United States Monetary and Financial 
Conference whose Governments accept 
membership before the date specified 
Article XX, Sec. 2 (e). 

We would here call the reader’s at- 
tention to the peculiarly extraordinary 
wording of the paragraph, which de- 
clares that the original members are not 
the nations, but the Individuals of the 
Countries alleged to be represented at 
the Conference. (When we printed this 
article in April, 1957 we listed all of 
the names of the individuals present at 
this Conference.) 
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Nature and Extent of the Take 

TO SET THE STAGE FOR THE 
GREATEST DRAMA EVER TO BE 
PLAYED SINCE THE CRUCIFIX- 
ION, TWO INTERNATIONAL SU- 
PERSTATE ORGANIZATIONS OF 
SUBSTANTIALLY THE SAME POW- 
ERS WERE PROPOSED: (a) The In- 
ternational Monetary Fund, which was 
to have precedence and (b) The In- 
ternational Bank of Reconstruction and 
Development. (Remember, these two 
Agencies were proposed at Bretton 
Woods, New Hampshire, on July 1, 
1944, before the conspirators even 
mentioned organizing the UN). 

The first of these organizations was 
to have a capitalization of $8,800,000,- 
000, divided into 8,800,000 shares 
of the par value of $1,000 each, and the 
second organization $9,100,000,000, 
divided into 9,100,000 shares of like 
par value, making in all a capitalization 
of $17,900,000,000, of which aggregate 
sum the United States was to subscribe 
$5,925,000,000, payable not less than 
25 percent in gold, and the balance in 
each member’s currency EXPRESSED 
IN TERMS OF GOLD as a common 
denominator, or in terms of U.S. Dol- 
lars of the weight and fineness in ef- 
fect on July 1, 1944. 


Machinery for the Accumulation 
Of Additional Gold 

But such was only the beginning of 
the accumulation of the greatest gold 
hoard the world has ever seen. The 
proposals are literally filled with legal 
fish hooks for extracting additional 
gold from its unwary or helpless mem- 
bers. For instance: 

Section 4 of Article III requires each 
member which “consents” to an in- 
crease in its quota to pay the Fund 25 
percent of the increase in gold. 

Section 1 of Article IV provides that 
the par value of the currency in each 
member shall be expressed in terms of 
gold as a common denominator, or in 
terms of the U.S. Dollar of the weight 
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and fineness in effect July 1, 1944. 

Section 8 of Article IV provides for 
the maintenance of the gold value of the 
Fund’s assets. When it is considered 
these assets may consist both of the 
currencies and the obligations of mem- 
ber nations, it would be difficult to even 
approximate the amount of gold that 
would have to be paid into the Fund 
to maintain such value. 

Section 6 of Article V provides that 
any member seeking to acquire the cur- 
rency of another can do so by purchas- 
ing it from the fund for gold. 

Section 7 of Article V permits its 
members to purchase any part of the 
Fund’s holdings for gold, but makes no 
mention of any contract by which it may 
subsequently require a member to do 
so in order to obtain the Fund’s favors. 

Thus is it made abundantly clear that 
the purpose of the Fund is very definite- 
ly to separate the nations of the world 
from their gold, and then to return them 
to the gold standard, in spite of the 
fact that the Supreme Court of the Unit- 
ed States, in the now famous Gold Cases 
held that “THE GOLD STANDARD 
MONEY SYSTEM, OR ANY KIND 
OF MONEY MEASURED IN GOLD, 
WAS AGAINST PUBLIC POLICY 
AND IN VIOLATION OF THE CON- 
STITUTION, BECAUSE IT DE- 
STROYS OUR CONSTITUTIONAL 
POWER TO REGULATE, AND OUR 
OWN INDIVIDUAL RIGHT TO CON- 
TRACT ACCORDING TO OUR IN- 
TENTIONS.” 

Thus it revealed the real purpose of 
this supernational International Mone- 
tary Fund—to reimpose the gold stan- 
dard monetary system upon the na- 
tions of the world—a system that has 
been the direct cause of more money 
panics, more human misery and more 
blasted opportunities than any other 
single factor known to man. Thus it 
will be possible to destroy our Consti- 
tution, to vitiate the decision of our 
Supreme Court, and to give the Inter- 
national Monetary Fund the power to 
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regulate the number of dollars in circu- 
lation by arbitrarily limiting them to a 
definite ratio (which it has the power 
to fix) to a fluctuating hoard of gold 
buried in some subterranean cavern, 
God knows where. Thereby, they will 
be able to manipulate the purchasing 
power of the dollar, while leaving its 
debt-paying and tax-paying value un- 
impaired. In short, they will have the 
power to make and break all private in- 
dustry at will. 

They will have EVEN THE POWER 
TO ORDER OUR U.S. GOVERN- 
MENT TO CALL IN ALL CUR- 
RENCY IN CIRCULATION IN EX- 
CHANGE FOR A NEW CURRENCY 
AT A RATIO OF NEW FOR OLD. 
This will effectively confiscate the 
greater portion of the hard-earned sav- 
ings that We, the People Sovereign have 
managed, by sweat and toil to accumu- 
late for a rainy day, or to tide us over 
the agonies of another international 
banker-made depression brought on by 
the sinful gold standard monetary sys- 
tem. 

WE HAVE ALREADY LEARNED 
THAT IT IS “WE, THE PEOPLE 
SOVEREIGN” WHO ALONE HAVE 
THE POWER TO LEGALLY AMEND 
THE CONSTITUTION. As the Supreme 
Court has already held the gold stan- 
dard monetary system to be unconstitu- 
tional, IT WILL REQUIRE A CON- 
STITUTIONAL AMENDMENT AP- 
PROVED BY WE, THE PEOPLE 
SOVEREIGN, TO MAKE IT LEGAL, 
and no one knows this better than the 
Internationalists. 


Re-establish Gold Standard 

That, then, is the one great effort 
that all Vigilant Constitutionalists should 
be on the lookout for—A PROPOSAL 
TO AMEND THE CONSTITUTION 
by an act of We, the People Sovereign, 
in such a manner as TO PERMIT THE 
RE-ESTABLISHMENT OF THE 
GOLD STANDARD MONETARY 
SYSTEM, as well as to avoid the pro- 
visions of our Constitution which state 
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that “Congress shall coin money and 
regulate the value thereof.” 

The $300,000,000 in greenbacks 
which Lincoln issued for that purpose, 
and which are still in existence and in 
circulation in spite of the repeated ef- 
forts to get rid of them, have, according 
to calculations made from reliable fig- 
ures introduced on the floor of CON- 
GRESS BY CONGRESSMAN PAT- 
MAN OF TEXAS, ALREADY SAVED 
THE AMERICAN PEOPLE IN EX- 
CESS OF 30 BILLION DOLLARS 
IN INTEREST AND CARRYING 
CHARGES ALONE. 

This provides an important clue to 
the motives behind the planned Cru- 
sade for a return to the gold standard. 

But let us get back to our problem: 
“Who is scuttling our nation? 

To facilitate the accumulation of this 
vast hoard of gold, and give it and/or 
its manipulators the attributes of sov- 
ereignty, THE GOVERNORS OF THE 
INTERNATIONAL MONETARY 
FUND ARE FURTHER ENDOWED 
WITH THE FOLLOWING: 


Sovereignties, Immunities, and 
Privileges 

A familiarity therewith being the 
only way in which we can gain an un- 
derstanding of the magnitude and far- 
reaching effects of the conspiracy that 
has been foisted upon us. 

Section 1, Article IX. Purpose of the 
Article. This provides that, “to enable 
the Fund to fulfill its functions with 
which it is entrusted, the Status, immu- 
nities, and privileges set forth in this 
Article shall be accorded to the Fund 
in the territories of each member.” 

Section 2, Article IX, “Status of the 
Fund. The fund shall possess full juri- 
dical personality, and, in particular, the 
capacity to: (1) To contract; (2) To 
acquire and dispose of immovable and 
movable property; (3) To institute le- 
gal proceedings.” 

Now dictionaries define “juridical” as 
meaning the right of self-administration 
and office of judge. 
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THUS THESE TWO SUPERNA- 
TIONAL INSTITUTIONS, whose pow- 
ers and privileges are substantially 
identical with the exception of capital- 
ization, and the further fact that the 
existence of the Bank is predicated upon 
the existence of the Fund, and is there- 
fore subordinate thereto, have been 
clothed WITH FULL SELF-DETER- 
MINATION, INCLUDING THE 
POWER TO JUDGE, DETERMINE 
THEIR OWN STATUS, AND EN- 
FORCE THEIR OWN DECISIONS 
OVER ALL SUBORDINATE MEM- 
BER NATIONS, AND REDUCE 
THEM TO THE STATUS OF INFE- 
RIOR ENFORCEMENT BODIES. 
Witness how these provisions are made 
doubly secure by the terms of the fol- 
lowing. 

Section 10 of Article IX provides: 
“EACH MEMBER SHALL TAKE 
SUCH ACTION AS IS NECESSARY 
IN ITS OWN TERRITORY FOR THE 
PURPOSE OF MAKING EFFECTIVE 
IN TERMS OF ITS OWN LAW THE 
PRINCIPLES SET FORTH IN THIS 
ARTICLE, AND SHALL INFORM 
THE FUND OF THE DETAILED AC- 
TION WHICH IT HAS TAKEN.” 

Section 3, Article IX, provides Im- 
munity for Judicial Process in the fol- 
lowing words: 

“The Fund, its property and its as- 
sets, whereever located and by whom- 
soever held, shall enjoy immunity from 
every form of judicial process except 
to the extent that it expressly waives 
its immunity for the purpose of any 
proceedings by the terms of any con- 
tract.” 

In other words, except for propagan- 
da purposes, with an idea of pulling the 
wool over the eyes of the public, and/ 
or other purposes beneficial to the 
Fund, IT IS ABOVE AND BEYOND 
THE POSSIBILITY OF BEING SUED 
IN THE COURTS OF EVERY STATE 
AND GOVERNMENT WHEREIN IT 
IS DOMICILED, or wherein it has 
property or interests of any and every 
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character. 

Section 4, Article IX, proceeds to 
heap insult upon injury by providing 
further immunities from other action: 

“The property and assets of the 
Fund, whenever located and by whom- 
soever held, SHALL BE IMMUNE 
FROM SEARCH, REQUISITION, 
confiscation, expropriation, or any oth- 
er form of seizure by Executive or legis- 
lative action.” 

Thus does the International Mone- 
tary Fund and its companion in sov- 
ereign monopoly, place itself above the 
reach of the process of Eminent Do- 
main, EVEN IN TIMES OF WAR. Ap- 
parently its sponsors and/or manipula- 
tors, consider it all right to commandeer 
the manpower, the Liberty and the 
Property of We, the People Sovereign, 
not only in times of War, but in any oth- 
er emergency affecting its welfare, or 
sovereign status, but not so the Liberty 
and the Property of the Fund, which it 
takes care to keep immune from confis- 
cation, appropriation or requisition, or 
any other form of seizure by Executive 
or Legislative action. 

Does this explain the otherwise in- 
explicable action of the Executive De- 
partments of the United States of Amer- 
ica IN CLAMPING DOWN UPON 
AND SILENCING ANY AND ALL 
TESTIMONY BEFORE CERTAIN 
SENATORIAL INQUISITORIAL 
BODIES endeavoring to UNCOVER 
DISLOYAL AND TREASONABLE 
PRACTICES IN OUR ARMED SER- 
VICES? Was the Executive Department 
in so doing merely carrying out and into 
effect a mandate from one or the other 
of these two International super-States 
which requires it to take such action 
in its own territory as it may prescribe 
“for the purpose of making effective in 
terms of its own law the principles set 
forth in this Article (Section 10 of Ar- 
ticle IX), and shall inform the Fund 
of the detailed action which it has tak- 
en”? Is this possibility not further 
strengthened by the terms of Section 5 
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of Article IX which says: “The archives 
of the Fund shall be inviolable”? 

In other words, THE ARCHIVES 
OF THESE TWO INTERNATIONAL 
SUPER-STATES, DOMICILED 
WITHIN OUR BORDERS, CAN NEV- 
ER BE SEARCHED BY THE FBI OR 
OTHER INQUISITORIAL BODIES 
FOR ANY REASON WHATSOEVER, 
or made available to them, even though 
they may be bulging with evidence that 
would indelibly brand them archenemies 
of any and every form of Constitution- 
al Government, and the inalienable 
rights of every free citizen of whatso- 
ever Country he may be a national. 

Section 6, Article IX, further seeks to 
button up the Fund’s supernational 
control of all members, and chink any 
possible crevice that might develop in 
its armor by providing that, “To the 
extent necessary to carry out the oper- 
ations provided for in this agreement, 
all property and assets of the Fund 
shall be free from restrictions, regula- 
tions, controls, and moratoria of any na- 
ture.” 

What a boon such a provision would 
be to the operations of a bandit gang 
seeking to loot loyal members of We, 
the People Sovereign of our Liberty and 
our property, thus reduced to the status 
of abject human slaves without power 
to inspect its burglary tools, its stocks 
of dynamite, nitroglycerine and atomic 
bombs. 

Section 7, Article IX further provides 
that: 

“The official communications of the 
Fund shall be accorded by members the 
same treatment as the official commu- 
nications of other members.” 

Thus the OFFICIAL COMMUNI- 
CATIONS OF THE FUND SHALL 
ENJOY THE SAME DIPLOMATIC 
STATUS AS ANY OTHER NATION 
WITH CONSULAR representation 
within our sovereign territorres, but with 
this difference: WE CAN ASK THE 
CONSULAR REPRESENTATIVES 
OF OTHER NATIONS TO LEAVE, 
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BUT NOT SO THE FUND. They alone 
can tell us what we can and cannot do, 
while they remain free to transmit to 
other officers of the Fund, or to the 
Fund’s satellites, whatever evidence its 
or their espionage agents are able to 
gather respecting the military and/or 
other confidential operations of our 
security forces, “top secret,” or other- 
wise. 

Having thus securely appropriated un- 
to themselves every security protection 
or other benefit that We, the People 
Sovereign have from time immemorial 
been in the habit of enjoying in these 
United States of America THE FUND 
PROCEEDS TO PLACE ITS EM- 
PLOYEES ABOVE THE LAW IN 
EACH OF THE 44 SOME ODD 
STATES WHICH HAVE APPROVED 
THESE UNPARALLELED RIGHTS, 
PRIVILEGES AND IMMUNITIES, 
by the terms of Section 8, Article IX, re- 
lating to the “Immunities and Privileges 
of Officers and employees, as follows: 

“All Governors, Executive Directors, 
Alternates, Officers and employees of 
the Fund: 

“(1) Shall be immune from legal 
process with respect to acts performed 
by them in their official capacity, ex- 
cept when the Fund waives this immuni- 
ty. 

“(2) NOT BEING LOCAL NA- 
TIONALS shall be granted the same 
immunities from immigration restric- 
tions, alien registration requirements 
and national service obligations, and 
the same facilities as regards exchange 
restrictions, as are accorded by mem- 
bers to the representatives, officials 
and employees of comparable rank of 
other members.” 

Thus is the alien status of its Govern- 
ors, Executive Directors, alternates, of- 
ficers and employees fully established. 
Thus are they shorn of all rights under 
the Constitution of the United States of 
America, and given extraconstitutional 
rights under the privileged status of ali- 
ens operating within the national boun- 
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daries of the United States, a sword 
that may yet prove to have more than 
one cutting edge. 

“(3) Shall be granted the same 
treatment in respect to traveling facili- 
ties as is accorded by members of rep- 
resentatives, officials and employees of 
comparable rank of other members.” 

THIS IS BUT AN EXTENSION OF 
THE SAME DIPLOMATIC IMMU- 
NITIES WITH RESPECT TO TRAV- 
EL AS APPLY TO IMMIGRATION 
RESTRICTIONS OF THE EMPLOY- 
EES OF THE YET TWO OTHER SU- 
PERNATIONAL STATES THAT 
ARE intimately identified therewith. 

But lest it be contended that the op- 
erations of these super-states, which 
together possess and enjoy all the rights 
of sovereignty, are not detrimental to 
the operations of private enterprise in 
these United States of America, we in- 
vite our readers, particularly those great 
industrial organizations that have been 
catering to foreign trade, to read and 
weep at the following discriminations. 
Immunities From Taxation 

Section 9 of Article IX, provides: 

“(a) The Fund, its assets, property 
income and its operations and transac- 
tions authorized by this agreement, 
SHALL BE IMMUNE FROM ALL 
TAXATION AND FROM ALL CUS- 
TOMS DUTIES.” 

In other words, this, the greatest and 
most extensive business on earth, the 
finance business, is privileged to oper- 
ate within the territorial jurisdiction of 
the United States of America and its 
dependencies, free from the payment 
of all taxes and all customs duties, 
which its competitors are required to 
pay. 

Thus is it enabled to operate an un- 
fair advantage over other financing or- 
ganizations, AND TO FLOOD THE 
MARKET WITH THEIR TAX-FREE 
AND CUSTOM-EXEMPT GOODS 
ACQUIRED BY FORECLOSURE or 
other proceedings in any Country where- 
in or to which it may have made loans. 
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How can any private industry expect 
to continue to pay taxes upon its op- 
erations and its products, including im- 
ports and exports, in competition with 
such unfair advantage accorded an In- 
ternational rival? 

How, also, does our so-called Social 
Security and other retirement benefits 
or unemployment fund legislation fare 
in such an atmosphere of discrimina- 
tion, especially when an additional pro- 
vision of Section 1, Article IX, provides 
that: 

“The Fund shall also be immune 
from liability for the collection or pay- 
ment of any tax or duty,” and: 

“(b) NO TAX SHALL BE LEVIED 
ON OR WITH RESPECT TO SALAR- 
IES AND EMOLUMENTS PAID BY 
THE FUND to Executive Directors, al- 
ternates, officers or employees of the 
Fund, WHO ARE NOT LOCAL CITI- 
ZENS, LOCAL SUBJECTS, OR OTH- 
ER LOCAL NATIONALS.” 

If the reader needs any further proof 
of the alien nature of this supernation- 
al outfit, we must confess that we don’t 
know the nature of the proof he is look- 
ing for. Here, for the second time, it is 
specifically and emphatically empha- 
sized that its Governors, Executive Di- 
rectors, alternates, officers and employ- 
ces are not citizens of the U.S., but 
ARE NONCITIZENS, a provision 
which, if we can read and interpret the 
English language correctly, can have 
but one implication, AND THAT IS, 
THAT WHEN AN AMERICAN CITI- 
ZEN ACCEPTS EMPLOYMENT 
WITH THE FUND, HE FORFEITS 
HIS CITIZENSHIP RIGHTS. 

And yet, as if to heap insult upon in- 
jury, and to deliver the final and crush- 
ing blow to private enterprise in Ameri- 
ca, it is provided in the following: 

“(c) NO TAXATION OF ANY 
KIND SHALL BE LEVIED ON ANY 
OBLIGATION OR SECURITY IS- 
SUED BY THE FUND, INCLUDING 
ANY DIVIDEND OR INTEREST 
THEREON, BY WHOMSOEVER 
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HELD, (1) which discriminated against 
any such obligation or security solely 
because of its origin; or (2) if the sole 
jurisdictional basis of such taxation is 
the place of currency in which it is is- 
sued, made payable, or paid, or the 
location of any office or place of busi- 
ness maintained by the Fund.” 

THUS THE FUND IS PRIVI- 
LEGED TO ISSUE AND SELL THE 
SECURITIES OF ANY NATION, 
EVEN ENEMY NATIONS OF THE 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 


TAX-EXEMPT AND EXECUTION- 
FREE TO AMERICAN INVESTORS 
in open competition to the obligations 
and securities of private industry, and 
thus to siphon away domestic capital 
and utilize it to build the resources of 
other nations, competitive, enemy, or 
otherwise, yea, even Communist na- 
tions. THE DISASTROUS EFFECTS 
OF SUCH A PRIVILEGE UPON THE 
BOND AND INVESTMENT MARK- 
ET in the United States of America 
should be obvious. 


James J. Kilpatrick— 
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Quisling 


By C. B. Baker, Editor, Statecraft 
Reprinted by permission 


O MOST AMERICAN con- 

servatives, news columnist 

James J. Kilpatrick is the sym- 
bol of Conservative “respectability.” 
Kilpatrick writes for liberal approved 
publications, such as National Review. 
Whenever a mock “Conservative” is 
needed to “balance” the panel on the 
“Meet the Press” T.V. Show, Kilpatrick 
is usually wheeled out. Kilpatrick him- 
self is a perfect example of the liberal- 
approved “Conservative.” 

Kilpatrick’s recent columns show 
something other than reflections of 
Conservative philosophy. In fact, they 
echo and support the totalitarian liber- 
al political line. A close look at just a 
few of these columns gives empirical 
proof of Kilpatrick’s support of liber- 
alism. 

In a 1965 column, Kilpatrick praised 
the record of former Supreme Court 
Justice Arthur Goldberg. During his 
stay on the Supreme Court, Goldberg 
usually voted with the liberal majority. 
Goldberg’s court votes helped to un- 
leash hordes of criminals upon society. 
Goldberg voted with the majority to 
give passports to Communists. Gold- 
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berg also aided and abetted the de- 
struction of private property rights. In 
describing Goldberg’s record, Kilpatrick 
wrote “It was mostly for the good—the 
libertarian record is there.” No patriot 
or Conservative could possibly praise a 
creature such as Goldberg. 

In another 1965 column, Kilpatrick 
gave his support to liberal totalitarian 
anti-gun laws. His column of June 1, 
1965 supported Dodd’s anti-gun bill. 
Most sections of Senator Dodd’s gun 
bill have been adopted into “law” in- 
cluding the banning of interstate ship- 
ment of firearms to citizens and the to- 
talitarian Federal registration (in the 
form of required Federal records) of 
all gun sales. Quisling Kilpatrick stated, 
“If we are serious about making war 
on crime in this country, Senator 
Dodd’s bill, in some form, surely should 
be adopted.” Kilpatrick went on to echo 
the liberal line. “It is absurd to con- 
tend ... that the Dodd bill violates the 
Constitutional right of the people to 
keep and bear arms.” In this column, 
Kilpatrick openly identified himself as 
an enemy of every American gun own- 
er. 
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